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STATEMENT. 



Sorrowful, as no doubt it is, to every sincere well wisher of our Reli- 
gious Society, to witness dissensions amongst its members, or secessions 
from the body; yet the mournful fact has overtaken us — a separation 
has taken place in Ohio Yearly Meeting: and, for the information of 
those who have not been conversant with the causes which led thereto, 
we would now offer a few facts and circumstances that have occurred. 

Bound together, as our Society is, by the same faith in the doctrines 
of the Gospel, and the same beautiful order of discipline handed down 
to us by our worthy forefathers in the Truth, (on whom we believe 
there was mercifully bestowed a large measure of that holy anointing 
which alone qualifies for rightful service in the Church of Christ;) and 
looking upon the various Yearly Meetings as bound together in the sa- 
cred bonds of religious fellowship; it may truly be said that when one 
member suffers, all the members must suffer with it. 

In order that friends of other yearly meetings, may appreciate our 
peculiar situation, it appeared necessary to acquaint them with our dif- 
ficulties; in doing whicn we wish not to be actuated by any feelings of 
unkindness towards those who have seen proper to separate themselves 
from religious fellowship with us, but on the contrary, we earnestly de- 
sire their return to the fold of our Society; while we crave the preser- 
vation of all in that path which leads to eternal happiness and peace. 

Although the Society of Friends has been visited by many trying 
dispensations since its rise, and the establishment of its discipline by 
George Pox and his faithful coadjutors; yet, view history as we may, 
and examine the workings of the various systems of apostacy that have 
from time to time made inroads upon our peaceful borders; we think 
there will not be found one instance wherein there have been awakened, 
more deep and painful feelings in the minds of those who have witness- 
ed it, than the dissensions which are now so prevalent within the limits 
of some of our American yearly meetings have occasioned. 

Amongst other traits 9f this movement, these three characteristics 
have marked its progress, viz: a high profession of sanctity, wholesale 
denunciation of others; and palpable violations of discipline. These 
peculiarities of this seism have made themselves so conspicuous that 



he that runs may read. Another feature is its workings in the dark, 
covered up by prejudice, as has been made manifest from time to time, 
when accusations against individuals have been sifted to the bottom, and 
found to be devoid of truth; thus emphatically showing that it existed 
only in imagination. Another is, a determination in individuals to 
have everything their own way in meetings for discipline, declaring such 
to be the only way owned by the truth; this, of course, shut out all con- 
cessions; thus discarding that peculiarly Christian trait, of submitting 
ourselves one unto another. 

It must be borne in mind that all separations from the Society of 
Friends since 1845, have been but emanations from the one in New 
England. It was the countenance and encouragement given to that 
separation that emboldened disaffected persons in other places to set up 
separate meetings, thinking to cover up their departures, by asserting 
that they were, thereby, bearing a testimony against unsound doc- 
trine; thus there have been six separations under that same plea: one 
in New England, one from Scipio, and one from Ferrisburgh quarterly 
meetings, both within the limits of New York yearly meeting. These 
two latter have combined, and styled their yearly assembly. New York 
Yearly Meeting, held at JPoplar Ridge. One from Red Cedar monthly 
meeting, Iowa, within the limits of Indiana Yearly Meeting; one from 
Ohio, and one from Baltimore Yearly Meetings. Viewing their simi- 
larity of origin, we think it necessarily follows that if one is supported 
all must be justified, i^ one is condemned, all must be discarded. Our 
present concern, however, is with Ohio Yearly Meeting, and to that we 
turn with feelings of sadness. 

To commence with the beginning of the difficulties that eventually 
produced those mournful results, we will have to recur to years that are 
past, indeed almost to the commencement of the disturbances in New 
England, the cause and termination of which are so well known. While 
discord and disaffection, were so prevalent in that Yearly Meeting, Ben- 
jamin Hoyle, a Friend in the station of a Minister, obtained a certifi- 
cate from his monthly meeting to pay a religious visit to New England 
Yearly Meeting; while in the performance of this service he associated 
and sympathised with those who were laying waste good order in the 
society and due subordination to the body, in consequence of which he 
received no returning minute. Joseph Edgerton, also, obtained certi- 
ficates from his friends the following year, Lberating him to visit New 
England Yearly Meeting, and some of the meetings constituting it. — 
He also sympathised with and encouraged the disaffected party there, 
and, likewise, not only received no returning minutes, but was request- 
ed by Friends not to travel as a minister within their limits. Having 
thus closed up his own way for service in that land, he returned home 
and on delivering up his certificates to the meetings from which he had 
obtained them this fact was noticed; and from his quarterly meeting in- 
formation was sent up on its reports to the Yearly Meeting that Joseph 
Edgerton, was not allowed to travel within the compass of New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting as a minister, notwithstanding his having full 



certificates from his friends at home, expressive of their unity and con- 
currence. Here T^as exhibited the singular spectacle of a quarterly 
meeting, entering a complaint against a neighboring yearly meet- 
ing. This is acknowledged to be the first case of the kind on record, 
and it is not recorded here to give precedent for future action, but as 
the first in a train of remarkable events, that have followed each other 
in succession, within the borders of this Yearly Meeting, and also, to 
show that the members of that quarterly meeting were in deep sympa- 
thy with the insubordinate party in New England; and, it is further 
noteworthy that, with very few exceptions the members of that quarter- 
ly meeting, to which the above mentioned individuals belong have gone 
with the separatists. The yearly meeting took no action on this sing- 
ular reference — ^upon being read it was passed by — a few individuals 
saying we had nothing to do with it. 

The separation in New England taking place, many were the exer- 
tions used to inlist the sympathies of our members in behalf of what 
they termed the oppressed part of society there. Amongst other 
things, a letter, written by William Evans, clerk of Philadelphia Year- 
ly Meeting, strongly disparaging the reputation of New England Year- 
ly Meeting, and its meeting for sufierings, and upholding the action of 
those who were setting up separate meetings within its limits, was read 
by Joseph Edgerton in various places during the course of a professedly 
religious visit within the limits of this Yearly Meeting. Other letters 
were also received from different prominenf members of the same 
Yearly Meeting, and taken from house to house, and read in family 
circles, that had a tendency to undermine the standing of friends in 
London, and New England Yearly Meetings. 

To our Yearly Meeting, in 1845, there came two epistles, each claim- 
ing to be from New England Yearly Meeting. The acceptance of the 
on^ emanating from what has been styled the "larger body'* was urged 
by many friends, as the only safe way of proceeding, since it was evi- 
dently the true yearly meeting, and it would be dangerous to break in 
upon the harmony of society. Objections were offered to this course, 
many professed themselves not prepared to decide upon the matter; 
they wanted one year to consider the subject; they said no great incon- 
venience or loss would result from suspending the correspondence for 
that time. The charge of unsoundness was raised against the "larger 
body," carefully avoiding styling it a Yearly Meeting of Friends. — 
Similar charges of unsoundness were also preferred against the morn- 
ing meeting of London. Some of that party expressed themselves 
prepared to acknowledge the "smaller body" as the genuine New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting: it seemed to be the ultimate drift of their actions 
and arguments to shape events, so as to enter into correspondence, with 
what they repeatedly termed the sound body of Friends there. During 
a lengthy discussion, the clerk was frequently entreated to read the 
New England epistle, which he steadily refused to do. At one of 
the sessions of the Yearly Meeting, the assistant clerk was requested 
by a number of friends to read the epistle from New England Yearly 



Meeting; the clerk finally consented, provided the other was also read. 
And immediately after the assistant clerk had read the epistle from the 
ancient Yearly Meeting in New England, Benjamin Hoyle read the 
epistle from those who had seceded from it. But no further notice was 
taken of them. 

Another year having passed, Friends on assembling at their Yearly 
Meeting, found themselves involved in difficulties similar to those of 
the preceding year. Two epistles were again present, each purporting 
to be from New England Yearly Meeting. It was again proposed that 
neither should be read, that a further developement of facts was requi- 
site in order to come to a correct judgment in the case; again was the 
charge of unsoundness reiterated against New England Yearly Meet^ 
ing, and the accusation made that they had unjustly disowned John 
Wilbur, who was endeavoring to sustain the ancient principles and tes- 
timonies of our Society, and that they had violated their own discipline 
in order to support unsound doctrines. 

In refutation of these groundless accusations the declaration of faith 
issued by New England Yearly Meeting was referred to, but without 
the desired effect. Several expressed their disbelief that those were 
the real sentiments of that body, notwithstanding the declaration had 
received its solemn and deliberate sanction. It was said that we were 
in danger of being deceived by appearances, that there was something 
behind the curtain; there was something kept back that time would make 
manifest. Frequently were they warned of the consequences to which 
such a course would lead. They were told that ministers from that 
Yearly Meeting could not travel amongst us, that certificates of remo- 
val from within its limits, could not be issued, or received, and they 
were entreated to close the way against such disorders by resuming the 
correspondence, that all the other Yearly Meetings of Friends, except 
Philadelphia, had taken that course, and were traveling onward togeth- 
er in harmony and peace. The clerk resisted all the solicitations of 
friends to have the epistle read and referred, it was not done and this 
breach of unity was thus continued. 

It may be stated that in the meeting of representatives held after 
the first sitting of the Yearly Meeting this year, a change of clerks was 
proposed but to that the Wilbur party would not consent, as Benjamin 
Hoyle*s course so well accorded with their views. Friends not being 
willing to urge matters to a crisis the representatives united to report 
that they could not agree on names to offer to the meeting. When this 
report was given to the meeting, it was stated by some that there seem- 
ed to be no alternative but to continue the former clerks which was ac- 
cordingly done. 

From this time, disorders in our subordinate meetings increasingly 
manifested themselves. In many places, no friend could be appointed 
as clerks but such as were decided in sustaining the separatists in New 
England, and no ministers from any Yearly Meeting could have the 
unity of friends of that party, who were Hot one in sentiment with them 
on this question; all were regarded by them as holding unsound doc- 
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trine who recognised the "larger body" in New England as the true 
Yearly Meeting. When queried with as to their object in pursuing 
such a course, they said they wished to preserve the doctrines and tes- 
timonies of the society in their original purity. In a concern for the 
support of these, friends could unite with them, but as to the method 
of doing it they widely diflfered. These persons were willing to cor- 
respond with all those Yearly Meetings that corresponded with New 
England, yet refused to correspond with that meeting for fear of up- 
holding unsound doctrine. Here was a mystery that friends could not 
solve, and an inconsistency that they could not see how to reconcile. 

Since 1845, with the exception of one or two years, Benjamin Hoyle 
retained his station as clerk of the Yearly Meeting, on account of the 
representatives not being able to agree upon names to offer to the meet- 
ing. And in many of our subordinate meetings, the clerks continued 
to occupy their places, because of the want of agreement in the com- 
mittees appointed to bring forward names for the service; and, in some 
cases, did so, even when names were reported by the committees. A 
committee appointed by Short Creek Monthly Meeting to propose 
names for clerk and assistant, agreed to report that the greater part of 
them united in proposing names, which names they offered to the meet- 
ing; the acting clerk refused to take this report on the minutes, but 
made a minute stating that the committee could not agree, and contin- 
uing himself as clerk, this he acknowledged at the time, was not the re- 
port of the committee, nor the sense of the meeting, but the best he 
could do. 

In 1846 two individuals, members of the seceding body in New Eng- 
land, came to our Yearly Meeting; objections were made to their sit- 
ting, and after considerable discussion the clerk expressed hissentiment^ 
that "rather than have the business longer suspended he thought these 
individuals had better withdraw." They soon after left the meeting but 
remained in the neighborhood until the close of the Yearly Meeting, 
during which time the following document was prepared signed and giv- 
en to them, viz: — 

Mount Pleasant, 9th mo. 11th, 1846. 

Our friends, William Hill and Pelatiah Hussey, having been accept- 
ably with us during our Yearly Meeting, and attended some of the sit- 
tings of it, but on fourth day, having been requested to withdraw by 
B. W. Ladd, Thomas French, John Parmer, and a few others, after John 
D. Lang had stated to the meeting, that they had been disowned by 
their monthly meeting; Benjamin Hoyle, the clwk of the meeting, sta- 
ted that those Friends would not have waited for a request to withdraw, 
if the question as to which was New England Yearly Meeting had been 
decided against them; but in order y and mnply for the purpose of avoid- 
ing discuBBion^ he was willing they should withdraw. Joseph Edgerton 
said he thought it would be best, under the circumstances; another 
Friend remarked, if by that it was understood it was not deciding as 
to the legality of their disownmenty he would consent; another said, it 
was only on these considerations that he would consent for them to 
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withdraw from the meeting; others expressed the same sentiments, 
and, in order to avoid involving the meeting in another unprofitable 
discussion with which it had been agitated during the previous sit- 
tings, they withdrew from the meeting, having the sympathies of our- 
selves and many other Friends. Signed by 



Balph Cowgill, 
Daniel Williams, 
Nathan Smith, 
Stacy Cook, 
John Hoyle, 
Benjamin Antrim, 
Samuel G. HoUoway, 
JehuFawcett, 
John Wright, 
Asa Holloway, 
Daniel Millhouse, 
John Burgess, 



Samuel Street, 
Joseph Hobson, 
Eobert Holloway, 
Caleb Brackin, 
Thomas Y. French, 
Eobert Miller, 
Benjamin Hoyle, 
Joseph Edgerton, 
Daniel EoU, 
Isaac Mitchell, 
Jacob Branson, 
WilUam Kennard, 
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William Mott, 
Thomas Penrose, 
Asa Branson, 
Samuel Scattergood, 
Eobert S. Holloway, 
John Gibbons, 
EU Hodgin, 
John Vanlaw, 
Stephen Todd, 
Joshua Maule, 
John Cope, 
William Deweese, 
David Hall, 

We are informed that this out door minute was read in their meet- 
ing at home, and was subsequently produced in Court, and taken as ev- 
idence to show that friends of Ohio Yearly Meeting were in unity with 
them; it having the signature of the clerk of the Yearly Meeting, the 
clerk of the meeting for Sufferings, and of several ministers, elders, 
and active members. 

At a subsequent Yearly Meeting, two other individuals, belonging 
to the seceding body in New England were present; at this time, uieir 
right to sit was boldly asserted, and the clerk was urged to proceed with- 
out regard to the friends who thought it improper to transact business 
while the meeting was not select. After several days discussion, the 
clerk in the meantime refusing to request the intruders to withdraw, he 
was about to proceed with the business, when a minister from England 
arose and said it was the first time he ever saw a clerk offer to go on 
with the business of a meeting when he was notified that persons were 
present who were known not to be members, and entreated him to con- 
sider well what he was a.bout to do. But it was asserted by their par^ 
ty, that those individuals had not been disowned by Friends, that if 
disowned, it was by a company of separatists, which did not aJBfect their 
right as members of our society. The clerk, however, persisted in 
going forward with the business, and conducted it through, with the 
sanction of his party, notwithstanding the continued remonstrances of 
many friends. Although these violations of order were sorely trying 
to friends, they could see no way except to bear all that was permitted 
to come upon them, believing that when the right time shoidd arrive, 
relief would be afforded. 

Public opposition was frequently made to ministers traveling amongst 
us with full certificates from their own meetings, within the limits of 
Yearly Meetings with which ours held correspondence. Several be- 
loved ministers from England were openly charged with unsoundness, 
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and much disunity with them was expressed in various instances. They 
were also told that their Yearly Meeting sustained those who were the 
cause of this difficulty; and some monthly meetings refused to minute 
their certificates or to send them to the women's meeting. In one in- 
stance, a female minister with certificates of unity from her respective 
meetings at home, while on a religious visit to our yearly meeting and 
its branches, desired to appoint a meeting, and when notice was given 
thereof in a public meeting on 1st day, one of the overseers immediately 
arose and not only cautioned but warned Friends not to attend her meet- 
ing, and other disafiected members reiterated this caution. At the rise 
of the meeting, the person who had the care of the house immediately 
closed it and refused to let Friends have the key, to open it for the ap- 
pointed meeting, consequently Friends, and others who attended, pre- 
pared seats and the meeting was held in the yard. 

At one of our quarterly meetings, a woman Friend having brought 
her certificate to men's mee^ting, after being acceptably engaged in the 
line of apprehended duty on the subject of the violations of discipline, 
apparent amongst us, on taking her seat was immediately opposed in an 
unbecoming manner, by one in the station of an elder, and several oth- 
ers of the party made open attacks upon her. This was a direct violation 
of our christian discipline, yet it was sustained by the disafiected mem- 
bers. Keeping their seats with their hats on in time of prayer was of 
frequent occurrence, yet they maintained that they did so to support 
the principles of Friends by bearing their testimony against lifeless 
communications. They would not so much as give their consent to the 
appointment of meetings amongst them by ministers against whom they 
brought no charge, except a dSerence of sentiment in regard to the 
New England question, and when such meetings were appointed, in ma- 
ny instances they declined attending them. They cautioned Friends 
against reading documents which were published in the order of society 
and with the intention of giving our members correct information in 
relation to the difficulties existing amongst us, calling them pernicious 
books and not suitable to be read. 

It is a provision of our discipline, that a suitable number of Friends 
in each of our Preparative Meetings, should be appointed to act as 
overseers. A vacancy having occurred in one Preparative, by the re- 
moval of one of the overseers to another Preparative, (both branches 
of the same Monthly Meeting,) a committee was appointed by the 
monthly meeting to fill the vacancy in question, but there being no 
Friend in that meeting known to hold their peculiar sentiments, no ap- 
pointment would be submitted to, although friends well qualified for 
the service resided within the limits of said meeting. The opinion was 
even expressed by the clerk of the monthly meeting, who was also an 
elder, that the friend removed should still act as overseer of the Pre- 
parative meeting of which he had formerly been a member, although 
he at tha^ time lived many miles distant. 

The apprehensions of Friends, at the commencement of the difficulty 
in relation to certificates, was also verified; a minister from, New Eng- 
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land, having removed, with his family, within the limits of Salem month- 
ly meeting, Ohio, presented certificates to said meeting, which that 
meeting refused to accept, and directed them to be returned to the in- 
dividual who had signed them, the certificates for his wife and daugh- 
ter were not permitted to be sent into women's meeting. And in an- 
other instance, a certificate of removal was refused to a friend who 
removed within the limits of New England Yearly Meeting, because 
they would not consent to acknowledge the meeting there as a meet- 
ing of Friends. 

Thus difficulties multiplied from year to year. Indeed it was often 
felt to be a burthen to attend our meetings for discipline, a mark being 
set upon every Friend as unsound and out of the unity, who was in fa- 
vor of corresponding with New England Yearly Meeting. 

Our Yearly Meeting having assembled at the usual time in 1853, 
soon after it was opened, a friend stated that the meeting was not se- 
lect, and that the individual objected to had been disowned from Society. 
The person still retaining his seat, the clerk was called upon to request 
him to withdraw; but this he declined doing, stating that he (the clerk) 
had no more authority in the case than any other Friend. As in the 
previous case, they again asserted that the individual in question had 
not been disowned by Friends; that if disowned, it was by a company 
of separatists, and that he had a full right to sit in the meeting. Four 
days were consumed in the discussion, and friends again submitted to 
having a rule of discipline violated and went forward with the business. 

Friends, at a distance, may be surprised at these protracted discus- 
sions, they were indeed painful but it was believed that if the discipline 
was violated by the Yearly Meeting, it would have a serious bearing 
on every department of the Society. 

No vacancies had been filled by the Yearly Meeting in the Meeting 
for Sufferings for several years; nor, in many places, could additions be 
made to the select body in the established order of society. A beloved 
friend had appeared in the ministry for several years, and her commu- 
nications having the savor of life were acceptable to her friends, yet 
through the opposition of those who have since separated themselves 
from us, she could not be recorded as a minister. 

An individual, traveling amongst us professedly as a minister, pro- 
duced certificates from the meetings of the seceders from within the 
limits of New York Yearly Meeting, and after information had been 
received of his disownment by Friends, he was conducted into the gal- 
leries by elders and active members and placed near the head of our 
meetings at different times and places. In one montMy meeting his 
certificate was read at the request of a number of those disaffected mem- 
bers that are now identified with the separatists. 

More prevalent, if possible, were these disorders between the Yearly 
Meetings of 1853 and 1854 than during any previous period. A com- 
mittee, appointed by Short Creek Quarterly Meeting, to fill vacancies 
in its representation in the Meeting for Sufferings, conferred together 
shortly before the Yearly Meeting. Friends, in order to soften preju- 
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dice tind overcome difficulties, proposed the appointment of moderate 
individuals, but those in sympathy with the separatists would not submit 
to such nominations, but offered the names of persons who were active 
in promoting their own views. The committee therefore not being able 
to agree, were released, although that meeting had for some tiine been 
without any representation in said body. * At this quarterly meeting 
and the monthly meeting succeeding it, the presence of ministers from 
other yearly meetings appeared, if possible, to be more objectionable 
to the disaffected amongst us than upon former occasions. 

The favors shown to the partizans of disorder and the steady oppo- 
sition maintained against ministers from other Yearly Meetings were 
subjects of deep trial to many friends, and all hope of seeing the diffi- 
culties removed, vanished from the minds of most friends upon seeing 
T. B. Gould conducted into, and placed near the head of our late Year- 
ly Meeting. 

If the difficulty had rested with the discontinuance of the correspon- 
dence with New England Yearly Meeting — ^if no other offence had been 
given but the charge of unsoundness backed merely by individual asser- 
tion — if these had been the alone causes of uneasiness, they might 
have been submitted to for some years longer with the hope of a better 
time to come. But to see our discipline violated; aged ministers of the 
Gospel — veteran warriors in the Lamb's army — disallowed and set at 
naught, to hear them charged with unsoundness and a lifeless man-made 
ministry; and to see their way hedged up as far as lay in the power of 
their opposers, (which was to a very considerable extent,) to observe 
these things and to see also those who had been foremost in disorders 
and separations in other Yearly Meetings not only acknowledged as 
members, but their ministers, and such others as united with them alone 
declared to have the savor of divine truth in their communications, did 
indeed seem to manifest that something should be done to turn back or 
at least to stay, if possible, the tide of desolation that threatened to 
overwhelm our beloved Society. 

Benjamin Hoyle introduced this difficulty in the select meeting and 
in the Yearly Meeting by objecting to the reception of the certificates 
of traveling ministers from New England, also to the reception of the 
epistle from that Yearly Meeting; and since that time has continued 
to sustain those by whom the disorders before alluded to have been com- 
mitted. We had been earnestly and plainly warned of the probable 
consequences of such disorderly proceedings as we have named, by a 
committee of conference of five of our American Yearly Meetings, in 
their "Address to Friends;*' a copy of which together with a deputation 
from Indiana and Baltimore Yearly Meetings was sent to our Yearly 
Meeting a few years since. But Benjamin Hoyle and his party refus- 
ed to read said address, although they were earnestly entreated to do 
so by many Friends, and though it appeared impossible to renew the 
correspondence with New England while Benjamin Hoyle was clerk. 
Friends felt disposed to bear with the difficulty, so long as a reasonable 

* See Note on last page. 
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hope remained that the party for which he acted was not determined 
conclusively to acknowledge the Separatists. 

Before giving an account of our late Yearly Meeting it may not be 
improper to state that William Hill and his wife, who were at our Year- 
ly Meeting in 1853, the first claiming to be an elder, the latter a minis- 
ter, and who had been placed in these stations by the Separatists in New 
England, were allowed by their party here the privileges appertaining 
to those stations during their visit. In a similar manner they seemed 
determined to impose upon our meetings, Thomas B. Gould, who had 
been disowned by Friends of New England, prior to the separation in 
that Yearly Meeting; who was one of the foremost in promoting that 
separation, had acted as clerk for the seceders on that occasion, and 
who had since been acknowledged by them as a minister. It was firm- 
ly believed, however, that allowing the aforementioned individual the 
rights of a member and minister among us, was owning the body from 
which he came, as a legitimate branch of Society, and by so doing, 
we should not only decline taking the advice of our friends, but act di- 
rectly contrary thereto, by owning a body of seceders with which they 
had no unity. 

The Select Meeting and the Meeting for Sufferings, preceding the 
Yearly Meeting, were seasons of severe trial to many Friends. Thos. 
B. Gould who, as has been stated, was not even a member, much less an 
acknowledged minister of the Society of Friends, being encouraged by 
his partisans, attended both these meetings. Thus, their ministers were 
virtually owned as ministers in our meetings, their elders as elders, and 
their members as members. 

From the remarks of Thomas B. Gould at the first sitting of the 
Yearly Meeting, Friends fully believed he had it in prospect to visit our 
subordinate meetings, and they were convinced from what they had ex- 
perienced in other instances, that if he were permitted to sit in that 
meeting, he would also impose on other meetings in the same manner, 
which subsequent events have confirmed, as he has since appointed sev- 
eral meetings in various places, and attended others as a minister, with 
the consent and approbation of the elders and leading members, belong- 
ing to the seceders in the vicinity of such meetings. 

Upon the assembling of the Yearly Meeting, on Second day morn- 
ing, the representatives being called were all present. Minutes were then 
read for the following ministers from other yearly meetings, viz: Jane 
Young, from Canada; Elizabeth K. Irish, from Vermont; Eliza P. Gur- 
ney, from New Jersey; William Evans, from Philadelphia; Wm. G. 
Johnston, from North Carolina; Nathan C. Hoag, and Abigail R. 
Hoag, his wife from Indiana; and Hannah B. Tatum from Iowa; to- 
gether with those of their several companions including Benjamin and 
Sarah Taylor, from New Jersey, and John Pool, from Indiana, who are 
in the station of elders, which were forwarded to the women's meeting. 
An elder now informed, that he believed the meeting was not se- 
lect and objected to proceeding further with the business. Several dis- 
affected members stating that they were not aware of there being any 
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person present who was not a member, it was plainly stated that Thos. 
B. Gould, and companion, who had been disowned by a branch of New 
England Yearly Meeting were present; upon which T. B. Gould assert- 
ed that he had not been disowned by any meeting of the Society of 
Friends; that a body of separatists had disowned him; that he was pre- 
sent from an apprehension of duty, with a minute from the monthly 
meeting of which he was a member, endorsed by the Ancient Querter- 
ly Meeting ef Rhode Island; that such, on mature deliberation, it had 
been pronounced by Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, which, he said, was 
second to no Yearly meeting in the world, London not excepted; that 
he was bold to assert he was no intruder; that he did not ask the privi- 
lege to sit as a favor, but he claimed it as a right. 

This bold assertion of his right was not met by a single reply or de- 
nial from any person who has since gone with his party; but, on the 
contrary, several encouraged him to remain in the meeting. A Friend, 
rising and holding up a paper, stated that he held in his hand a copy of 
the minute of the disownment of T. B. Gould, the date of which showed 
that he had been disowned some months previous to the separation in 
New England Yearly Meeting. 

Many Friends having expressed their opinions that he had no right 
to be present, the clerk was called upon to request him and his compan- 
ion to withdraw. This he refused to do, saying it was not his duty, but 
you may make the meeting as select as you wish it, provided you can do 
so consistent with our peaceable principles. A Friend stated that he 
well remembered several instances, in which upon the meeting being in- 
formed that it was not select, the business was suspended and the clerk 
requested any individuals present, who were not members to withdraw. 
Thus it appeared that the usage of society, as well as the position of 
the clerk as the oflScial organ of the meeting, made it his duty to invite 
intruders to withdraw from the meeting. 

Much time having been occupied in this manner without effect, the 
clerk arose and read a minute desiring the Representatives to confer to- 
gether, "and if way open,** offer to next sitting the name of a f'riend 
to serve the meeting as clerk, and one to assist him. 

Though requested by several friends to strike out the words, if way 
aperij as the discipline made no such provision, he declined doing so, 
and the meeting adjourned. 

The clause of the Ohio Discipline, refered to, reads as follows: "The 
Representatives from the Quarterly meetings, both men and women, 
are annually to choose a clerk and an assistant, at the close of the first 
sitting of the meeting for discipline; whose names are to be reported 
at the opening of the next sitting." 

It may not be improper here to remark, that at different times since 
this spirit of disaffection and jealousy has manifested itself among us, in 
some meetings undue efforts have been made to prevent the appointment 
of friends as representatives to the Yearly Meeting, because of their 
opposition to the measures of the disaffected party, and hence the rep- 
resentatives from that party sometimes largely predominated. 



14 

The Representatives all convened on Second day evening for the 
purpose of choosing a clerk and assistant, as directed by the discipline 
as above quoted. After a time of silent deliberation, a proposition for 
a change of clerks having been made, and approved by a considerable 
number of the representatives, the name of Jonathan Binns was pro- 
posed to be reported to the meeting for clerk, and James B. Bruff for 
assistant, which having also been united with by a considerable number, 
and those objecting offering no other names in their stead, a friend was 
nominated to report the above names to the meeting, after which the 
representatives adjourned. 

The opening minute having been read on 3rd day morning, Benja- 
min Hoy le called for the report of the representatives on the appoint- 
ment of clerks; whereupon one of the representatives said he was re- 
quested to inform the meeting that the representatives had confered to- 
gether and a considerable portion of them had agreed to propose the 
name of Jonathan Binns to serve the meeting as clerk; with which a 
number of friends having deliberately united, the same representative 
informed the meeting that they had also agreed to propose the name of 
James B. BruflF as assistant. A few friends having united with both 
names, one of the opposing representatives, rose and said, they had con- 
fered together but did not agree upon any names to offer to the meet- 
ing; upon which Benjamin Hoyle asked him if he was authorised by 
the representatives to make that report, he answering in the affirmative, 
Benjamin Hoyle immediately added "that report is in order and the 
other is not, and I will make a minute accordingly." He shortly after 
arose and read a minute expressive of the continuance of B. Hoyle as 
clerk, and Wm. S. Bates as assistant, though not an individual had of- 
fered such a proposition. His proposed minute being read, a very few 
persons expressed satisfaction with it, whilst a large number of friends 
expressed their unity with the names reported to the meeting by the rep- 
resentatives. After a considerable length of time, the Friends nomina- 
ted, took their seats at the table in a calm and deliberate manner, and, 
at a suitable time, Jonathan Binns made and read a minute of the 
report of the representatives on the appointment of clerk and assistant, 
and expressive of the sanction of the same by the meeting. Benjamin 
Hoyle still retaining his seat at the clerk's table, and persisting in as- 
serting himself clerk of the meeting, though Jonathan Binns had just 
been appointed to that station in the deliberate and orderly manner 
above specified, and a separation appearing inevitable, if he persevered 
in his course, a proposition was made that a few moderate friends from 
each party be appointed to endeavor to reconcile differences; which was 
united with by several Friends, but no one of the seceding party assent- 
ed to it, whilst several expressed decided opposition. It was stated to 
the meeting that the object of friends in the appointment of a new clerk, 
was the restoration of order, which experience had proven could not be 
accomplished with Benjamin Hoyle at the table; that the idea advanced 
that no change of clerks could be effected unless the representatives 
are unanimously in favor of it, was calculated, if adopted, to establish 
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clerkship for life; as almost any clerk could, if so disposed, find a few 
friends who would object to any new appointment. Women Friends 
desiring to know the hour to which the meeting would adjourn, and no 
time being fixed, adjourned to meet on the adjournment of men Friends. 
After some further discussion, Benjamin Hoyle very unexpectedly read 
a minute of adjournment, upon which he, with William Evans, Thomas 
B. Gould, Charles Evans, and others who were in sympathy with the 
seceders in New England, left the meeting, thus they separated them- 
selves from us. 

All the ministers and friends with minutes from other Yearly Meet- 
ings, except William Evans, together with those of our own members, 
who were in favor of supporting the discipline and good order of our 
society remained. 

After a time of solid deliberation wherein several weighty and en- 
couraging testimonies were borne by friends from other Yearly Meetings 
who were with us, and the uniting influence of Gospel love renewedly 
witnessed, the meeting adjourned to eight o'clock the next morning. 

Women Friends having appointed their clerk, proceeded as usual with 
their business on Third day, and when they met on Fourth day morn- 
ing those who were in sympathy with the seceders of New England were 
not present, the clerk and assistant with all the friends with minutes, 
and those of our own members who were in unity with other Yearly 
Meetings, were present and business progressed as usual. 

It should be borne in mind that the appointment of a new clerk did 
not necessarily produce a separation, but the separation arose from a 
determination on their part to carry their points, irrespective of order 
or discipline. 

In conclusion we may take the occasion to remark that the Society 
of Friends has from its rise been remarkably united as a religious body, 
and although, like the primitive church, it has had its trials on account 
of disorderly members, who turned aside from the principles of the 
Gospel, making shipwreck of faith, or departed from the wholesome or- 
der established in the Society by the authority of Truth. Yet harmo- 
ny and religious fellowship were maintained and cherished by it as a bo- 
dy, and its acts and declarations were consistent with its high and holy 
profession. So that whatever railing or strife might be manifested by 
such as had departed from the Truth, still those who maintained their 
standing therein, continued in christian fellowship one with another 
wherever situated. Thus the various branches of the one body were 
united in bearing their testimony against whatever had a tendency to 
scatter and divide, and in using their endeavors to restore such as had 
gone astray, cr where that could not be attained, they went hand in 
hand in testifying against the disorderly members. 

We are not aware that the different Yearly Meetings, or branches of 
the one body, in their various trials of this kind, were ever separated 
for any considerable length of time by a want of unity in judgment in 
relation to such departures, until the case of the separation of John 
Wilbur and his party in New England. In this case a part of the mem- 
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bers of two Yearly Meetings including the clerks and many of the 
prominent and active members have continued for the past nine or ten 
years to uphold the cause of the separatists, and by their influence pre- 
vented those Yearly Meetings from uniting with all the others in judg- 
ment on that separation. Of the deplorable consequences and final re- 
sult of which, as relates to Ohio Yearly Meeting, we have endeavored 
in the foregoing pages to give an impartial account. 

Having brought this narrative to a close, it is our earnest desire that 
no root of bitterness may find place in our hearts, but that the love of Grod 
in Christ Jesus our Lord may be shed abroad and abound amongst us. 

Signed by direction of the Meeting for Sufferings of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting, held at Mt. Pleasant the 19th of the 2nd month, 1855. 

JAMES B. BRUFF, Clerk. 

NOTE. — This was the second committee appointed by that Quarterly Meeting for the 
same object. The first committee had been continued two or three Quarters and had met a 
number of times, but not being able to agree iiad been released. The last committee was 
appointed in 1863, having had several meetings previous to the one alluded to, all ending 
in the same result^ an inability to fulfill the object of their appointment, from the causes 
above stated. 



